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DETAILED ACTION 

Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments filed 6/15/2004 have been fully considered but they are 
not persuasive. 

Response to Remarks: 

Applicant contends (Amendment, page 15) that the Morgan reference does not 
teach "choosing a camera to be panned based on examining the angle between the 
desired direction and the current direction of each camera". The Examiner respectfully 
disagrees. Morgan discloses in figure 2 a user interface for a camera selection and 
positioning system. Images are taken by remote cameras (fig. 1: 34,36) and displayed 
on video monitors (fig. 1: 22,24,26,28) (col. 3, lines 20-33). A camera control area 
display section (fig. 2: 30) displays camera symbols (fig. 2: 24,3,32) representing the 
locations of the cameras and wedges (fig. 2: 64,68) indicating the directions in which the 
cameras are oriented (col. 5, lines 11-20). The map (fig. 2: 50) has a coordinate pattern 
that corresponds to areas of the touch screen (30). When the user touches an area on 
the screen a camera is selected for optimal shooting of the designated location (col. 5, 
lines 16-21). When the selected camera is not in not already pointed at the 
designated location it will rotate towards the location (col. 5, lines 18-21). Thus, 
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the camera is panned. It is true that in automatic mode the camera Is chosen based 
on which camera is closed to the desired target. However, the claim language only 
states that the camera-to-be-operated determination section determines a camera to 
be panned on the basis of an angle between an imaginary line connecting the center of 
the camera symbol with the designated location and an imaginary line connecting the 
center of the camera symbol with the direction in which the camera is currently oriented. 
The Examiner is interpreting the claim as meaning that a determination is made as to 
whether or not a selected camera needs to be panned on the basis of an angle between 
an imaginary line connecting the center of the camera symbol with the designated 
location and an imaginary line connecting the center of the camera symbol with the 
direction in which the camera is currently oriented. The Morgan reference states that 
the wedge (64) indicates the field of view of the camera (62) and if it is not already 
pointed at the asset (a.k.a. on the basis of an angle between an imaginary line 
connecting the center of the camera symbol with the designated location and an 
imaginary line connecting the center of the camera symbol with the direction in which 
the camera is currently oriented), it will start to rotate towards it (a.k.a. camera will be 
panned)(col. 5, lines 18-20). Thus, the Morgan reference reads on claim 1. 

Applicant contends (Amendment, page 1 5) that there is no teaching in the 
reference that a camera is chosen based on an angle between two imaginary lines. 
The Examiner agrees with this assertion, however, claim 1 as written does not state that 
a camera is chosen based on an angle between two imaginary lines. The claim 
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language only states that the camera-to-be-operated determination section determines 
a camera to be panned on the basis of an angle between an imaginary line connecting 
the center of the camera symbol with the designated location and an imaginary line 
connecting the center of the camera symbol with the direction in which the camera is 
currently oriented. The Examiner is interpreting the claim as meaning that a 
detennination is made as to whether or not a selected camera needs to be panned on 
the basis of an angle between an imaginary line connecting the center of the camera 
symbol with the designated location and an imaginary line connecting the center of the 
camera symbol with the direction in which the camera is currently oriented. The Morgan 
reference states that the wedge (64) indicates the field of view of the cannera (62) and if 
it is not already pointed at the asset (a.k.a. on the basis of an angle between an 
imaginary line connecting the center of the camera symbol with the designated location 
and an imaginary line connecting the center of the camera symbol with the direction in 
which the camera is currently oriented), it will start to rotate towards it (a.k.a. camera will 
be panned)(col. 5, lines 18-20). Thus, the Morgan reference reads on claim 1. 

Applicant contends (Amendment, page 16) that there is no suggestion in the 
Morgan reference that the zoom scale is calculated for each of the cameras that are 
optimal or that this is done in a sequence in which the cameras are arranged. The 
Examiner respectfully disagrees. Morgan discloses in figure 2 a user interface for a 
camera selection and positioning system. Images are taken by remote cameras (fig. 1 : 
34,36) and displayed on video monitors (fig. 1 : 22,24.26,28) (col. 3, lines 20-33). A 



Application/Control Number: 09/550,038 Page 5 

Art Unit: 2612 

camera control area display section (fig. 2: 30) displays camera symbols (fig. 2: 24,3,32) 
representing the locations of the cameras and wedges (fig. 2: 64,68) indicating the 
directions in which the cameras are oriented (col. 5, lines 1 1-20). The map (fig. 2: 50) 
has a coordinate pattern that corresponds to areas of the touch screen (30). When the 
user touches an area on the screen a camera is selected for optimal shooting of the 
designated location (col. 5, lines 16-21). Morgan also states that camera selection is 
determined by an algorithm that first Identifies which camera or cameras can 
"see" the desired area (col. 6, lines 39-41). It is inherent that the algorithm must 
to through a sequence according to the arrangement of the cameras in order to 
examine each of the cameras and determine which cameras can "see" the 
desired area. Zoom information is then calculated for each selected camera to present 
a constant view height (col. 6, lines 39-52). Therefore, since camera selection is 
determined by an algorithm that identifies which cameras can "see" the desired area 
and zoom information is then calculated for each selected camera it can be seen that 
the zoom scale of each camera examined as being optimal for shooting (a.k.a. the 
cameras that can "see" the desired area) is determined in a sequence in which the 
cameras are arranged. 

Applicant contends (Amendment, page 16) that the Morgan reference does not 
teach the limitation "when cameras optimal for shooting the designated location are 
selected, images captured by the cameras are displayed at respective scales in a 
sequence in which the cameras are arranged". The Examiner respectfully disagrees. 
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Morgan discloses in figure 2 a user interface for a camera selection and positioning 
system. Images are taken by remote cameras (fig. 1 : 34.36) and displayed on video 
monitors (fig. 1: 22,24,26,28) (col. 3, lines 20-33). A camera control area display 
section (fig. 2: 30) displays camera symbols (fig. 2: 24,3,32) representing the locations 
of the cameras and wedges (fig. 2: 64,68) indicating the directions in which the cameras 
are oriented (col. 5, lines 1 1-20). The map (fig. 2: 50) has a coordinate pattern that 
corresponds to areas of the touch screen (30). When the user touches an area on the 
screen a camera is selected for optimal shooting of the designated location (col. 5, lines 
16-21). When the selected camera is not in not already pointed at the designated 
location it will rotate towards the location (col. 5, lines 18-21). Thus, the camera is 
panned. Morgan also states that camera selection Is determined by an algorithm 
that first identifies which camera or cameras can "see" the desired area (col. 6, 
lines 39-41). It is inherent that the algorithm must to through a sequence 
according to the arrangement of the cameras in order to examine each of the 
cameras and determine which cameras can "see" the desired area. These camera 
views are immediately routed to available video monitors (col. 6, lines 41-42). 
Therefore, since camera selection is determined by an algorithm that identifies which 
cameras can "see" the desired area and the selected camera views are immediately 
routed to available video monitors it can be seen that images captured by each camera 
examined as being optimal for shooting (a.k.a. the cameras that can "see" the desired 
area) are displayed at respective scales in a sequence in which the cameras are 
arranged. 
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Specification 

The title of the invention is not descriptive. A new title is required that is clearly 
indicative of the invention to which the claims are directed. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

Claims 1,3-4,10,12, and 22 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being 
anticipated by l\/lorgan US 4,992,866. 

Re claim 1 , Morgan discloses in figure 2 a user interface for a camera selection 
and positioning system. Images are taken by remote cameras (fig. 1: 34,36) and 
displayed on video monitors (fig. 1: 22,24,26,28) (col. 3, lines 20-33). A camera control 
area display section (fig. 2: 30) displays camera symbols (fig. 2: 24,3,32) representing 
the locations of the cameras and wedges (fig. 2: 64,68) indicating the directions in which 
the cameras are oriented (col. 5. lines 11-20). The map (fig. 2: 50) has a coordinate 
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pattern that corresponds to areas of the touch screen (30). When the user touches an 
area on the screen a camera is selected for optimal shooting of the designated location 
(col. 5, lines 16-21). When the selected camera is not in not already pointed at the 
designated location it will rotate towards the location (col. 5, lines 18-21 ). Thus, the 
camera is panned. The Examiner is interpreting the claim as meaning that a 
determination is made as to whether or not a selected camera needs to be panned on 
the basis of an angle between an imaginary line connecting the center of the camera 
symbol with the designated location and an imaginary line connecting the center of the 
camera symbol with the direction in which the camera is currently oriented. The Morgan 
reference states that the wedge (64) indicates the field of view of the cannera (62) and if 
it is not already pointed at the asset (a.k.a. on the basis of an angle between an 
imaginary line connecting the center of the camera symbol with the designated location 
and an imaginary line connecting the center of the camera symbol with the direction in 
which the camera is currently oriented), it will start to rotate towards it (a.k.a. camera will 
be panned)(col. 5, lines 18-20). 

Re claim 3, the map display (fig. 2: 50) stores information about the positions of 
obstructions existing in the line of sight of the cameras (fig. 2: 74; col. 5, lines 49-56). 
Cameras undesirable for shooting the location are eliminated from candidates 
considered by the camera selection algorithm (col. 6, lines 39-46). 
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Re claim 4, the wall (fig. 2: 74) is an obstruction in the view of the cameras (col. 
5, lines 49-56). The only camera that is capable of viewing the safe (fig. 2: 70) is 
camera (72) because the wall (74) obstructs the view of the other cameras (fig. 2: 3, 
24). Therefore, the wall (74) is displayed by cameras (3, 24) when the area around the 
safe (70) is selected by the user. 

Re claim 10, images captured by the camera selected by the determination 
section are displayed greater than images captured by other cameras. The images are 
displayed according to a priority scheme. When all monitors are active, the monitor with 
the lowest priority camera image will be replaced with the new higher priority image 
provided by the determination section (col. 6, lines 53-63). The term "greater" is very 
broad, therefore this reads on the claim. 

Re claim 12, IVIorgan discloses in figure 2 a user interface for a camera selection 
and positioning system. Images are taken by remote cameras (fig. 1 : 34,36) and 
displayed on video monitors (fig. 1: 22,24,26,28) (col. 3, lines 20-33). A camera control 
area display section (fig. 2: 30) displays camera symbols (fig. 2: 24,3,32) representing 
the locations of the cameras and wedges (fig. 2: 64,68) indicating the directions in which 
the cameras are oriented (col. 5, lines 1 1-20). The map (fig. 2: 50) has a coordinate 
pattern that corresponds to areas of the touch screen (30). When the user touches an 
area on the screen a camera is selected for optimal shooting of the designated location 
(col. 5, lines 16-21 ). Morgan also states that camera selection is determined by an 
algorithm that first identifies which camera or cameras can "see" the desired area (col. 
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6. lines 39-41). It is inherent that the algorithm must to through a sequence according 
to the arrangement of the cameras in order to examine each of the canneras and 
determine which cameras can "see" the desired area. Zoom information is then 
calculated for each selected camera to present a constant view height (col. 6, lines 39- 
52). Therefore, since camera selection is determined by an algorithm that identifies 
which cameras can "see" the desired area and zoom information is then calculated for 
each selected camera it can be seen that the zoom scale of each camera examined as 
being optimal for shooting (a.k.a. the cameras that can "see" the desired area) is 
determined in a sequence in which the cameras are arranged. 

Re claim 22, Morgan discloses in figure 2 a user interface for a camera 
selection and positioning system. Images are taken by remote cameras (fig. 1 : 34,36) 
and displayed on video monitors (fig. 1: 22,24,26,28) (col. 3, lines 20-33). A camera 
control area display section (fig. 2: 30) displays camera symbols (fig, 2: 24,3,32) 
representing the locations of the cameras and wedges (fig. 2: 64,68) indicating the 
directions in which the cameras are oriented (col. 5, lines 11-20). The map (fig. 2: 50) 
has a coordinate pattern that corresponds to areas of the touch screen (30). When the 
user touches an area on the screen a camera is selected for optimal shooting of the 
designated location (col. 5, lines 16-21). When the selected camera is not in not 
already pointed at the designated location it will rotate towards the location (col. 5, lines 
18-21). Thus, the camera is panned. Morgan also states that camera selection is 
determined by an algorithm that first identifies which camera or cameras can "see" the 
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desired area (col. 6, lines 39-41 ). It is inherent that the algorithm must to through a 
sequence according to the arrangement of the cameras in order to examine each of the 
cameras and determine which cameras can "see" the desired area. These camera 
views are immediately routed to available video monitors (col, 6, lines 41-42). 
Therefore, since camera selection is determined by an algorithm that identifies which 
cameras can "see" the desired area and the selected camera views are immediately 
routed to available video monitors it can be seen that images captured by each camera 
examined as being optimal for shooting (a.k.a. the cameras that can "see" the desired 
area) are displayed at respective scales in a sequence in which the cameras are 
arranged. 

Allowable Subject Matter 

Claims 5-9, 11, 13, 15-21 allowed. 

The following is a statement of reasons for the indication of allowable subject 
matter: 

Prior art fails to show an angular-shift-time calculation section for calculating the 
time required for the camera to pan toward the designated location and a focus-shift- 
time calculation or a zoom-shift-time calculation for calculating the time required for the 
camera to attain a focus or to zoom on the designated location as stated in independent 
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claims 5, 9, 1 7, and 21 . Claim 6 depends on claim 5 and claim 1 8 depends on claim 
1 7, thus they are also allowable. 

Prior art fails to show that the camera-to-be-operated determination section 
determines a camera to be operated based on the angle between the current shooting 
direction of the camera and the direction of an imaginary line connecting the designated 
location with the center of the camera symbol as stated in independent claims 7 and 13. 
Claim 8 depends on claim 7 and claims 11.15, 16, 19, and 20 depend on claim 13, thus 
they are also allowable. 

Conclusion 

THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 . 1 36(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 
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for submitting all Official communications is 703-872-9306. The fax phone number for 
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